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Chapter management for the whole Dominion, while a system
	L of local option is in operation. The referenda have so
far failed to give the majority desired for prohibition.
The legislatures are not delegates of the people any
more than of the Imperial Parliament, and accordingly
there are no legal limits on their power to legislate
without reference to the electors. This is illustrated
above all in the power to extend the life of Parliament,
the latest example of which, the action of New Zealand
in 1932, elicited the strongest protests, although the
decision was merely dictated by the extreme financial
difficulties of the time. But the danger to the electorate
of this exercise of sovereignty is clear, as has been
insisted upon above.
The plenitude of legislative power cannot, it is cer-
tain, be restrained by any principles of morality. Con-
fiscatory Acts are valid if their intention is clear,1 and
judges will no doubt follow the English rule of not
assuming that any Act is intended to take property
without compensation, unless it is clearly so expressed.2
In the Commonwealth efforts have been made to re-
strict legislative authority on the plea that it infringes
the judicial sphere, but with little effect. It has been
the rule that to expropriate property from an enemy
subject3 in pursuance of statutory regulations is not
a judicial act, and it seems clear that the Common-
wealth can enact retrospective laws. If it cannot reverse
a judgement of the High Court, as that would perhaps
infringe judicial power, it can declare the law to be
1	Florence Mining Co. v. Cobalt Lake Mining Co. (1908), 18 O.L.R.
275; for change of wills, Hammond, In re (1921), 51 O.L.R. 149; Riddell,
Canadian Constitution) pp. 14-16.
2	Of. North Charterland Exploration Co. v. J2., [1931] 1 Ch. 169.
3	Roche v. Kronheimer (1921), 29 C.L.R. 329.

